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Category/Department:  General
Published:  Wednesday, June 16, 1993
Mayors from 20 of the 42 cities along the US-Mexico border held their fourth annual conference
in San Luis Rio Colorado (Sonora) and Yuma (Arizona) on May 13-14. In an interview with Latin
America Data Base (LADB) staff researcher Monica Savage, Mayor Gilberto Madrid Navarro of
co- host city San Luis Rio Colorado said conference participants discussed common challenges
facing their communities in the areas of immigration, infrastructure needs, industrial pollution,
and the implications of the North American Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA) on border cities.
The Mexican cities represented at the conference included: Mexicali, Tijuana, and Ensenada in
Baja California; Ojinaga in Chihuahua; Piedras Negras in Coahuila; Agua Prieta and San Luis Rio
Colorado in Sonora; and Ciudad Camargo, Ciudad Miguel Aleman, and Reynosa in Tamaulipas.
Mayors from the following US cities attended: Nogales, Benson, Somerton, San Luis and Yuma in
Arizona; Calexico and San Diego in California; and Laredo, Presidio, and El Paso in Texas. "The
most significant result of the conference was a commitment by the mayors to participate more
directly in resolving the problems most common along the Mexico-US border," Madrid told LADB.
While the US and Mexican mayors discussed common problems, Madrid noted that participants
had to overcome some differences in priorities and approach, given the varying size of the 42
cities along the 2,000 mile border and the widely disparate levels of economic development and
income prevalent in the area. Madrid told the LADB that a number of the infrastructure projects
under development in Mexico including those related to the environment will be financed through
the government's Environmental Integration Program for the Border (Programa de Integracion
Ambiental Fronterizo, PIAF), which will be coordinated with similar US-sponsored programs
(see SourceMex 04/14/93 and 04/21/93). Madrid also said the mayors agreed to coordinate efforts
to force maquiladora plants to comply with the Mexican government's regulations regarding
waste disposal. According to the Social Development Secretariat (Secretaria de Desarrollo Social,
SEDESOL), all plants should have adequate filter equipment to properly treat liquid waste. At
the end of the conference, participants presented conclusion papers on the environment/public
health; NAFTA and economic development; infrastructure and transportation; and immigration/
human rights. The resolutions were signed by Mayors Gilberto Madrid Navarro of San Luis Rio
Colorado (Sonora), Antonio Reyes of San Luis (Arizona), and Robert Tippett of Yuma (Arizona).
Following are excerpts from the final resolutions: The Environment and Public Health 1) Border
cities must continue to promote efforts initiated by the US Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)
and Mexico's SEDESOL to eliminate solid waste and return dangerous residues to their country of
origin, as stipulated in the La Paz Agreement of 1983. 2) Local authorities must exercise some control
and obtain exact information regarding the use of fertilizers and agricultural chemicals in border
states. Measures should be taken to ensure the proper use of such chemicals. In addition, practical
and prudent practices must be established for management, transportation and confinement of
dangerous substances. 3) The border cities will cooperate, through technical consultations and
strict enforcement of existing legislation and regulations, to monitor factories along the border in
order to minimize damage to the environment and reduce health risks for border residents. The
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cities agreed to find innovative solutions to limit the use, whenever possible, of toxic chemicals,
solvents and other dangerous materials. 4) Area mayors agree to provide as much support as
possible to those organizations which promote border health issues in both countries. In addition,
local authorities will design and implement a public health plan that will focus on preventative
solutions. 5) Local governments will make efforts to improve the quality of potable water through
the expansion of water treatment facilities. 6) SEDESOL, the EPA and the US Occupational Safety
and Health Agency (OSHA) are urged to develop and implement laws requiring that workers be
notified of the risks of handling hazardous substances. The cities will develop an emergency plan
to protect and inform communities regarding the handling of dangerous materials in their vicinity.
Economic Development, Infrastructure and Transportation 1) The border mayors urge the US
and Mexican federal governments to allocate funds for programs to identify and solve the unique
set of problems and risks faced by border residents and governments. 2) Federal recruitment of
personnel and financing of border services should be proportional to the volume of trade between
the US and Mexico, allowing the border communities to benefit directly from any increase in
trade. 3) Through federal legislation, the smallest border cities should receive priority access to
investment capital, low-cost private investment, and investment in long-term infrastructure projects.
4) Border cities should be allowed to implement their own plans to regulate the location and type
of industries that will be allowed to establish operations in their communities in order to avoid
placing excessive burdens on existing infrastructure. 5) Representatives from border cities and states
must participate in binational committees which deal with issues related to border crossings and
bridges in order to ensure that the concerns of the border region are being adequately addressed.
6) Mexico's Transportation Secretariat (Secretaria de Comunicaciones y Transporte, SCT) and the
US Interstate Commerce Commission (ICC) should attempt to coordinate transportation regulations
and permit systems in order to facilitate trade and economic development along the border. 7)
Federal authorities should control the transport of dangerous substances as well as educate and
train local border communities regarding risks and responses. Immigration and Human Rights
1) Federal authorities should take the necessary steps to alleviate traffic congestion at the border
through programs to assist frequent crossers, high capacity rail systems, and increased personnel
during the hours of greatest activity. 2) Inspection personnel from both countries should receive
special training designed to foster an attitude of "service to the client" in the conduct of their
functions. 3) Complaints regarding mistreatment at any port of entry should be taken into account
by the appropriate agencies. In turn, the border cities should create human rights agencies to
monitor such activities and to make specific recommendations. Final Conclusions 1) Local and state
representatives should take a more active role in defining the position of local communities and
border states and articulating those positions to federal authorities. 2) Working groups should be
integrated within the structure of the conference in order to promote dialogue and communication
between the mayors, their representatives and other interested parties. 3) The next meeting of
border mayors will be held in Nogales (Arizona) and Nogales (Sonora) in 1994.
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